8/2/70 

Dear Paul and Jim only* 

I have written you at out the enclosures and you also have a copy of 
other correspondence relating to tram* Paul knows the source from whan he was 
tiere* The sourced source is unclear end is f with respect to the enclosed, not 
what ha said it was, >"lth tfiat * have been circumspect, not sending anythin 
from the confidential source. 

As time goes oh* X will be writing further ebout this* However, I 
emphasize the injunction, Nothing going to anyone else, no us^ except as it can 
help research, but X think there should be no problem in Paul s future use in e 
book we discussed briefly whm he was here, if he so desires, -when I should be 
able to add more, similar* 

These ore the best copies I can now provide* % 3M paper is again about 
gone, the neewst supply having been consumed in preparation for litigation. I 
shall now neve to buy another pair of boxes, another $35 1 do not have* In ttte 
future* x have no doubt 1*11 be able to supply better copies, if tie efforts of 
rdilch you are aware do not sueceed. However, some of the enclosed seem to me to 
be of very much potential value, so I*ve spent much of th© morning making ihe 
best r hermo faxes I can, on the theory that you f ll be going over this material more 
than once end wnat you can now make out w.ll be of some aelffulness- 

To make a kind of joke, this is my 33rd wedding anniversary, and tomorrow 
is my 28th, and I’ve been married to but quo woman, with no divorce. So, I want 
you to be able to go over these things. Tha second wedding was before a rabbi. 

The reasons for most of the things will be obvious, other cases it 
may net be, but there is no time for ex lanations, , there being other things of 
great importance to me that I should be or* now. ^ike trying to straighten out 
the miserable proposal by the prospective publisher of what was originally COUP, 
including an advance of but a third of that agreed upon, ^his kind of thing 
requires particular and delicate handling. 

There is no significance to the rogHfl llnjgr sequence. The handwriting and 
the aat!ng you can guess as well as I can* Ditto typing end typewriter, some 
cases, you'll have to read two pages es one time, with the center overexposed to 
give you the edges- Ahesty guess is tsrnt Tommy in ^ompton, X im gets many new 

numbers, but may ^ hope some ©re not new? *ou can see wio was psyiag the phone 

bill, which is not in accord with wnat weM been led to believe. There ifc no 
relationship between the name on the piece of check *nd the two sides of the card* 
simply copied them together to juaks fewer small pieces. Tue one side ilipoed and 
hid tne important name, going back to tne letter in 0 in HDiflflng Beragona in the 
Beech( craft). Hot surprising these people aad Kent Courtney’s pads. Md last, the 
most significant thing, the list of members* There is more releti bg to this. 
Inclining tne location of tnesis official records, in Texas, where they would neve 
been instantly available, if there’ d been official interest*, I surmise the ^^fyslston 
list is either p duplicate or of the unofficial group. One reference to this is 
that he was put out in 1955 and returned in 1959, another, contradictory, but 
reported by the earn© source, is tuat he was at Kbesler, whore h© got in trouble 
by Insisting on staying with his youngsters, in eithe: 1958 or 1959. If the retuim 

was in early 1959, tnis need not be contradictory. But suppose it was in 1S58 end 

his ousting we a not until later? Or earlier than 1968, with the records of LHO 
there not being available there? ...Let me hava your thoughts and opinion. 

Best, E 1 ? 


